Remarks 

Applicants respectfully request entry of this amendment, and 
reconsideration and allowance of the captioned application. 
Claims 1-23, 34-43 and 65 were previously withdrawn from 
consideration due to a restriction requirement, and claims 69-71 
were previously cancelled without prejudice. In this Amendment, 
claims 24 and 28 are amended to put them in better form. 

1. In the pending Office Action, claims 57-64, 66-68 were 
allowed. Claim 72 was potentially allowable if §112 bases for 
rejection can be overcome. Claims 26, 27, 31, 32, 44-55 and 73 
were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but allowable if rewritten in independent form (and if §112 bases 
for rejection are also overcome for claim 73) - In response to a 
similar objection in a previous office action, claim 49 was 
rewritten in independent form, incorporating all limitations of 
the original independent claim 24 from which it depended. Claims 
50-55 depend directly or indirectly from claim 49. Therefore, 
claims 49-55 are allowable in accordance with the Office Action. 
Claims 26, 27, 31, 32, 44-48 and 73 still depend directly or 
indirectly from claims 24 or 28 that are allowable for the 
reasons stated below. Consequently, those dependent claims are 
also allowable - 

2. The undersigned thanks the Examiner for her courtesy in 
a telephone interview on 18 April 2006. Claim 28 was discussed, 
but no agreement was reached. 
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3. The Office Action rejected claims 28-30 as being 
anticipated by MacFadden. It also rejected claims 28-32 as not 
being enabled and as being indefinite but, in connection with 
these §112 rejections, the Office Action discussed only the 
"alternative mounting features" recited in claim 28. Therefore, 
as claims 29-32 depend directly or indirectly from independent 
claim 28, resolution of the claim 28 rejections should render 
claims 29-32 allowable as well. 

To clarify claim 28 and put it in better form, the 
"alternative mounting features" language is deleted. The amended 
claim states that the stationary portion enables at least two 
independent ways of securing the sign-mounting system to the 
supporting structure. It states that securing engagement of 
spring arm notches to an edge of an opening of the supporting 
structure is one such way, and that securing engagement of a 
mounting extension lip to an edge of an opening of the supporting 
structure is another such way. 

Based on the disclosure of the captioned application, one of 
skill in the art can understand, make and use claim 28. For 
example, paragraph 98 states with reference to the embodiment 
illustrated in Figures 40-43 that the stationary portion 95 
allows several ways of securing mounting element 94 to supporting 
structure 25. Spring arms 951 and mounting extensions 953 are 
both seen in Figure 4 0 (a side view) and in Figure 41 (a front 
view) , and are seen to be directed in directions that are 
generally perpendicular to each other. Paragraph 98 continues by 



explaining how the spring arms can be used to engage openings in 
the supporting structure, and paragraph 99 explains how the 
mounting extensions can be used to engage openings in the 
supporting structure. It is apparent to one of skill in the art 
that these two ways of securing the mounting element to the 
supporting structure can be used independently. For example. 
Figure 42 shows the spring arms engaged in tear-drop shaped 
openings on the front of a supporting structure, while the 
mounting extensions are not engaged and are not being used to 
secure the mounting element to the supporting structure. 

The MacFadden spring arms 26 are used in conjunction with 
the yieldable arm portions 21. The stated objective of MacFadden 
is a mounting bracket "which is so contructed and arranged that 
it may be attached to supports of varying thicknesses." 
(MacFadden, 1:32-34). This objective necessarily requires the 
the MacFadden spring arms 26 to be used together with the 
yieldable arm portions 21, and teaches away from trying to use 
them separately. Indeed, the MacFadden spring arms 2 6 alone 
cannot secure the MacFadden mounting bracket to its support 5 
under any circumstances. Each MacFadden embodiment provides only 
a single way of securing the MacFadden mounting bracket 1 to its 
support 5, and cannot anticipate claim. 28. Applicants also 
maintain without repeating the remarks in reply to the last 
office action, explaining why MacFadden cannot anticipate claim 
28. 
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Therefore, applicants respectfully request that the 
rejections of claims 28-32 be withdrawn. 

4. The Office Action rejected claim 72 (that depends from 
allowed claim 57) and claim 73 (that depends from rejected claim 
24) as not being enabled and as being indefinite. 

Claim 73 requires "means for automatically restoring the 
rotating portion to an initial stable orientation with respect to 
the stationary portion, after the rotating portion is rotated 
from the initial orientation." This "automatic return" as it is 
characterized in the title of the captioned application, is 
explained, for example, in paragraph 53. That paragraph explains 
that a rotating portion is rotatably connected to a stationary 
portion to form an automatic return rotation hinge. The rotating 
portion "can be rotated manually" and, after being released, 
"will then automatically rotate back to its initial stable 
orientation with respect to the stationary portion." 

Various means for automatically restoring the rotating 
portion to its initial stable orientation are described in 
paragraphs 63-104, for example, including for example a torsion 
spring, helical sliding surfaces, a bent arm spring, a cam and 
tongue arrangement, multiple hinge segments (such as illustrated 
in Figures 25 and 26) , and cascaded rotating portions (such as 
illustrated in Figures 40-43) . In particular with respect to the 
embodiment illustrated in Figures 40-43, that embodiment 
"comprises helical sliding surfaces and uses gravity to achieve 
automatic return rotation." (Para. 100). 
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Taken as a whole, the disclosure of the captioned 
application fairly apprises one of skill in the art what is meant 
By "automatically restoring the rotating portion to an initial 
stable orientation with respect to the stationary portion, " and 
discloses several means for doing so. Applicants respectfully 
request that the §112 rejections of claim 73 be withdrawn. 

Claim 72 requires "means for mounting the stationary portion 
to the supporting structure in either of at least two 
orientations of the stationary portion with respect to the 
supporting structure." One of skill in the art understands that 
if the stationary portion is mounted so that one end of the 
stationary portion is higher than another end of the stationary 
portion, that would be a different orientation with respect to 
the supporting structure than if the stationary portion were 
mounted the other way around. 

For example, paragraph 63 of the captioned application- 
explains that a rotating portion is connected to a stationary 
portion in a way in which the automatic return can operate when 
the mounting, element is "mounted in either of at least two 
orientations with respect to the supporting structure." That 
paragraph continues that the mounting element is reversible so 
that it can be used for automatic rotation to the left or for 
automatic rotation to the right. Similarly, paragraph 57 
explains that "two different possible orientations" of the 
stationary portion with respect to the supporting structure, 
permit mounting for automatic return of the rotating portion to 



the left or for automatic return rotation to the right. 
Similarly, in connection with the embodiment illustrated in 
Figures 40-43, paragraph 104 explains that the mounting element 
is reversible and can be mounted so that the rotating portion 
will rotate automatically to the left or so that it will rotate 
to the right. Paragraph 102 explains that only one of the 
sliding surfaces of the rotating portion can slide against only 
one of the stationary sliding surfaces, depending on which side 
of the mounting element is higher. 

Different means for mounting the stationary portion to the 
supporting structure in either of at least two orientations with 
respect to the supporting structure are described in paragraphs 
55-62 and 98-104, for example, including for example spring arms 
and mounting extensions as described in the captioned 
application. 

Taken as a whole, the disclosure of the captioned 
application fairly apprises one of skill in the art what is meant 
by "mounting the stationary portion to the supporting structure 
in either of at least two orientations of the stationary portion 
with respect to the supporting structure," and discloses several 
means for doing so. Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejections of claim 72 be withdrawn. 

5. The Office Action rejected claims 24-27, 33, 44-48, 56 
and 73 as being indefinite, because of the "bend exceeding about 
90°" language in claim 24. It rejected claims 24, 25 and 33 as 
being anticipated by MacFadden, and rejected claim 56 as being 
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rendered obvious by MacFadden in view of Levine (Levine teaching 
use of polypropylene). Claims 25-27, 33, 44-48, 56 and 73 depend 
directly or indirectly from independent claim 24, and resolution 
of the claim 24 rejections should render those dependent claims 
allowable as well. 

To clarify claim 24 and put it in better form, the "bend 
exceeding about 90°" language is deleted. The amended claim 
states "a straight-line distance between the fixed end and the 
free end being less than a straight -line distance between the 
fixed end and the bend." The amended language is definite, and 
cannot be satisfied by the MacFadden yieldable arm portions 21 
(that the Office Action identified as the claimed spring arms) or 
by the combination of references. Applicants also maintain 
without repeating the remarks in reply to the last office action, 
explaining why MacFadden cannot anticipate claim 24. 

Therefore, applicants respectfully request that the 
rejections of claims 24-27, 33, 44-48, 56 and 73 be withdrawn. 
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Applicants submit that the application is in condition for 
allowance, and request entry of the amendment, reconsideration 
and allowance. Should the Examiner be of the opinion that a 
telephone conference would expedite prosecution of the 
application, applicants request the Examiner to call the 
undersigned at the below-listed telephone number. 



Respectfully submitted, 



24 April 2006 




WELSH & KATZ, LTD. 

120 South Riverside Plaza 

22nd Floor 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 655-1500 



L. Friedman 
Reg. No. 37,135 
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